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The Role and Fubtction ofthe — , 3 . 
b California Journalism 3 aa Committee + . 3 


’ wk ’ 
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: This study was designed to describe, analyze and, interpret the 


role and function of the California Journalism Articulation’ Committee 


Ma 


te in--Light- of-its-history- and-possible -areas -of -concern -in-the-future,———- 
Pee iy ‘' AS a means of carrying out this project the author aseimtlated : i “ 


sk 4 ‘ data from (1) the literature, (2) a study of the history and develop- 4 
4 ; ; - ment of the Articulation Conference of California, (3) a review of the 


, a minutes of the committee which dates back to 1971 and its predecessor: 
3 ‘ 5 B28 : 7g ots ‘ 
committees which met in 1959, 1960 and 1963, and (4) the-results of a=. °° .”)) 


pg . ‘Delphi weay mailed to the present eight committee membere and 12° 
i ig, a . ' eRe Re 
iS ‘ 


"others rat their recommendation. ; ¢ oe Pie ta bed 


, The overall results.of the project were focused on (1) the’ major as eae ¢ 


problen areas found in college, journaliom programs! srticdtattin becwi 


on two and four-year annir inane ° dentate curriculum-related | 


viet - > 
. 


aS a 


a t-test with a .05 level: of significance and a critical value of 1.96 


was developed and applied to the statements. Twenty-one statements | 


° 2 


were found significant according to the t-test; these were reduced to: 


15 by combining similiar qualities in the statements. 
: : . ; These concluded that the crucial areas to be considered for ex- 


ploration by the committee were in the areas’-of (A) college curriculum, ee 


. : e 


~(B)-credit-unit’ transfer problems, (cy communication between ‘insti- | » tee 


‘ 


tutions and (D) ) inpleinentat ion of the certification process at community 


° . 


Further delineation of these areas showed the primary concerns to. 


be: ee ek a a ‘ 


- aig 
ry 


A Curriculum - (1) more coordination on changes, (2) a periodss 


check on two-year college course content, and (3) adequate. English okith 


‘e 2 ' O22 . , 7h 
preparation. ‘ . : ¥ “4 


° oy 


B. Credit-Unit Transfer - ay more upper division flexibility,’ (2) 


the number of units being trénsferced in journalism, (3) the inlet 


"good faith" plan, and (4) statewide list of 40 accepted lower .  Agrhetion 


, general education units. 


c. edema oat lon - * Q) visits to and evaiuation of . centor sone 


_ ——$—__—— ae 


— | 


(5)- £6llow-up_ i of two- and cash cre sbdente, and (6): <7 
py 7 eae) 
ae ] 


a) 
wat 


ve 
Ce y 
PUTT SAP Rte pte a Speed, 9% ee bey 


‘ A 


. 


Journalism Committee: certification ‘plan to both two- and four-year °° 
BECESane: . : i‘ , 

‘ , “ya {3 

In addition, further areas were indicated in twe- to four-year a aa 


: : ’ 


journalism articulation as brought out in the Literature, ‘journalism 
: ‘ a ig 
articulation meetings ane third round qualitative responses from 


panelists involved in this study. . a oe 3 Se 


As a result of this project, recommendations are that“) "the Sao Ea Ge 


California Journalion Articulation Committee should review the fladings, 


. 
a ge ceed ek trent coe ene treet 


e (2) report ‘Hivdinge should be ‘eirgulated:| to ; journaliem teachers at. Vath 


high schools, community ééliegis and universities, and (3) interested . eae 
' individuals should be encouraged to use this study's findings and do. 


further research into a specific problem area, — 0 ae | 


% ; $ J ' . Z i ie 


ai ies 


tation suamaky chagtat for whe Role 
Function of the Californis Journs} isa mae 


Comittee -~- presentation to the come: 5)? 
\ mdttee on January 35, 1977, during | a 
.4ng at Long Beach City College, : California:: 


oc ” “the Role and Function of the Saag Oe 
oe - California Journatien Articulation Committee” pe 


Rn bie ' CN OP 


Wee 2s I. Summary ae ae eee i 


7 In making a brief review of this research project, it is ; Se acad 
o ° 7 


. ; initially important to look at the background of articulation in * 

, “Journalism and other disciplines wherein the student can move 

rapidly if a smooth transition process has been initiated between 
___ the sending and receiving institutions; but vherein the student S eet 
" 48 forced to break stride and lose time cr enthusiasim when he ie | : ae 7 
inadvertently sloved by either institution, ae A i 
a ‘California has long been a leader in the actiouiaxion pee: 
cess with the Articulation Contacance of California bein estab- 
lished in 1919 and the California Journalism Articulation Coumit- iat 5 
tee formed in 1971. 

_ Taking a serious ‘look at the problem then, the researcher | 


is s guiakiy able to see that while the state is a forerunner in 


“& 


: , articulation matters by the interest which have created agencies 
\ for’ @ smooth student transition, the solutions to the multi-com- ' 
Plexigios of forces are not so easily arrived at. The surface of iz 
‘the problems heve been barely scratched. Back in 1954, Gordon Greb ' i ; 
investigated the needs of the byo-yeae journalism programs and a. 
” year-later Dwight Bentel asked vhat would happen if studente in - ewe 
" mass communications gurvey courses ended up electing \to major in| 


6 


i= 


Esther Davis researched. the problem of community calles 
, Journalism programs in Southern California in 1956, John Gothbers. 
. Looked at Northern. California community cokleca journalign Routan 
in 1963, Art Margosian delved into curricular concerns in 1g71 
and Roy Wilson ace certification criteria in 1973. Meamhtle, 
asete tv= and four-year journalion teachers began enuting fares 
nally in 1959, 1960 and 1963 and then’ in’ 1971 formed the ‘perman- 
ent California ie acme Articulation Committee. ‘ ‘ 
On a iatiodal level, DeWitt Reddick in 1966 declared the 


necessity to link two- and four-year journalism; Lester Benz the 


same year reported that the American Association of Schools and 


Departments of Journalism were in favor of assisting community 


college journalism programs; and the Association for Education in 
Journelion, the four-year accrediting agency, was beginning to - 
bring pressure upon their member colleges to review more closely 
community college transfers. With these factors as a backdrop, 
indeed encouragement was abundant for national articulation 


of scent a prograns between coumunity éolieeee and senior in- 


* pttkbeibes, ~ thus, the national committee on journalism articu- 
‘lation, under the auspices of the Commun!ty Cdllcge Journalism 


Association began working on its: program evaluation guidelines in 


1971 as Californians Roger Graham and Tom Kramer ion. among those 
providing leadérship. ; oe. 


Problem 


The Gatttornté Journalien Articulation Coumittea, siding 


as a partner with the sat tonal articulation committee for. ix 


ws i 
* ’ 


. Committee.. 


Speer ate ere nee 


“yeare sie 1976, had reached. ¢ pivotal” point in that it hia ac- ° 


s 
Pe 


complished four major tasks, but atso had get aside many “others® 
during its tenure of organization. During its’ near half Seen 
years, it had formed ‘a permanent comittee, ‘stint ea al2- 7 
unit journalisn course transfer, credit’ ag agreenent, published:a- ~ 
booklet es lower division joorualion courses at four-year mgiite 
and private universities in. 'the state and developed an instrument 


) 


* for program certification, 


« 
~ < a 


—— ‘Therefore; at this: juncture dtowis the suggesfion of Wilt-* 
Sims and Margosian, ‘co-chairmen of the committee through January, ¢ 
1976, thet it would be appropriate to carry Yut a research pro- 
ject mich would appraise the role and function of ae comittes 
as oit oad on to other topics. 

t Following a review ‘of the litefature, the purpose of the 
project became: ; 


‘ 1. To discover the major problem areas found in college 


journalism programs’ artic‘slation between two- and four-year in- . 


_ stitutions. a <2, © ee ¢ a8 


~ 


2. To ascertain. journalism curriculum related subjects 


brought to thé attention of the committee and its predecessor 


committee in California. &. <6 


3. To develop a torts of recomenditions which would 


edtablioh direction for the California Journalism ‘Articulation 


N 
- 


. afi 
Procedures eS 
; a * 


Methods used to study the purposes of this project were: 


1. To study the available literature to list the major 


10-0 


° 


: unresolved. 5 


7 % 
to eight nenbers of the prese t articulation coumi.ttae of two- and * 


as) 


* names of two other journalism teaching counterparts on two-year . 


Problem areas in grticulation: Saeeteniin, lcredit-uitts, mie 5 = he, ooo 


other areas as appropriate. - ame . * 


was"? 


2. To summarize the history and: evelopment of the: Oedae nk 
: catdfornta, Abetcotacion Conferénce of which the, Gal fornta , 
Joursial ten Artigulation Committee is a mr : ; 

°3. rTo review the minutes of the’C Galifornia Journalien 
Articulation Comidttee and itg predecessor’ comittees to develop 


a ligt of subject areas and categorize them as either cuaived or 


. : a 
. Pye oy -0. 


sag . ” “ Zs ; . Lan 
4. ‘ia mail a Belphi ' biuty questionnaire’ in ren: rounds 
~~ 


” four-year college Journalisn sacalry in California and two of 


their: ‘counterpart Feferences in the state. With one. duplica- \ 


\ 


. tion this produced a potential panel” of 23, a) as 

“ A cover letter eecompantba each mailing. While names: 
of. the participating panel are ‘included "on a general list in the 
fing temtia; doonpsts has ie 4 maintained ai the open-end, 
quantitative ‘and qua: tative portions of the Project. This fact 
. was neriktonel ‘in ail letters to the paneliste. inonynity was a 


part ‘of this project te encourage an open exchange of ideas amnes 


> 


- participants in the study, ee i . 2. 0° ee 


. bs ‘ie 


. On the first mailing” each” comittee member was asked 


wate 


ee ane ase - 


to ,Tespond with three ptoblens ‘tn Journalien program articulation . 
‘in’ each of the three areas: curriculum, credit-units and other 
areas as appropriate. In addition, each wes asked to. give . the 


campuses for the community college coumittee members and at four- 
yeat institutions --either public or private = for the university 


? sie set ” . fi : / ta 
M1 ae ae 


‘a : ‘reapondents. (Asking for two more names from each respondent on 


the committee seemed justified in order to midea, the study re- 
co possibilities and, “in turn, asking for two instead of one _ 
; . “ solved the problems brought on by committee responderits who might 
suggest the same name.) . 
: c. The second mailing went to all those. recommended by 
_ committee. member aesponiees. They too were asked to neapime with 
three problem areas in Seiehalinn articufation (curriculum, 
—..... —. credit-unit, others as appropriate) exactly the same as the-com- 
tet i mittee had been acket. The soe letter ‘to these educators noted 
that they had been selected by a wmibie of the committee to parti- 
2 cipate, but the name of the etsnk making the recommendation was 
not revealed. , ; 
d. Return of the first and second mailings of gee one — 
by all but one person who said he wasn't interested in partici- 
eating brought the total to 22 participants and constituted the 
‘end of round one. 
ae 3 e. The. Sorlo-un mailing was a second round questionnaire 
which anked panclists to respond to journalism articulation pro- 


ee re ee Ay.’ oredit-units, and other areas as listed listed in tt the 


survey on a numerical scale from zero fo 10. 
ie iskuen of the second eas questionnaire by 20 par- 
etotpante with two more requesting not to be panelists consti- 


tuted the end of round two, * : ! 


Fi i 
ena. thats yenieye 


* 3 . . 4 bt 
Caer ae Cae * . hs wa 4 é . 
Ee ese cal la te eee He BO a Ee 8 ge Wee Be gat pet thet OHA bet ot 


* , = 3 ‘ 
_—g.—Quantitative results were tabulated by a Honeywell . - 


“Information System (nee: Xerox) 560 computer for each*problem area 


with a frequency distribution being created for a 0-2, 3- -7, 8 8-10 
and no-response grouping (ippendts A). Statistical tables were de- 
signed to iilustrate the quantitative data. 

h. Results of round two from the remaining 20 panelists 
were ‘Listed in per cents. This information and a request for a 
qualitative response by panelists became the third and final 
round, es ° 

i. Means were calculated by the computer for each of the 


74 items. The item having the highest mean was identified. At- 


test was then developed to identify those items having mean tit 


~ . values which were not ‘significautly different from the highest 


. mean, Using’ o& =.05, 21 items were found to have t values less 


than 1. 96 which was he critical value of t for significance (Ap- 
pendix B). os *: 

ae Individual comments on program area significance were 
reviewed and categorized for. saiagaccni ch in narrative forn. (Ap- 
pendix c), | RRs a | 

“<5. To cree conclusions from’ the data collected and list eels 7 ; 

6. To make recommendations based _on the data collected to 

the California Joyraalten Articukation Committee. a ies 
48 


. Il. Sunmaryof Research Findings a 


The project was designed to answer three questions: (1) 


- Where are the two- to four-year institutional journalism transfer 
” eb - ; 


oO et 


ey a 


: | problems nationally? (2) What are the pertinent college articu- 

— lation questions in California? end (3) What would be the 
opinions of problem areas from a survey of the California 
Journalism Articulation Committee and a potential 16 additional 
recommended panel members? 

The answers to the first question were found in a review’ 
of the program articulation literature between various disciplines 
in general and the specifics of jounalism program articulation. | ° 
Next, answers on discussion points of the California Journalism 


Articulation Comittes = its (peeceeaore came from a review of 


minutes from 20 wantinge: dating back to 1959, 12 years before the ~ 
8 creation of the committee. The three round Delphi questionnaire 

wears to the panel brought more recent information about probleme 
necding eplorscton, as was noted in an evaluation of responses. to 
74 statements by the seeal of i .two-year and nine four-year 
teachers including four community college and four senior insti-* 

; tution members of the committee (Appendix D). whose recommendations 

of two counterparts each brought a better focus upon the current 
iesues of curriculum, credit-transfer, communication “and ‘cortifi- .. = 
cation, These will be dealt with in-the following outline: 


& ete Pe ‘ 


. 


re ) 


Curriculum 


end. welte: 


A. As discussed in the Literature; 


Cc. 


D. 


3. Information on course outlines of all lower 


ee 


1. A more frequent review of lower \division offerings 
by two-year and four-year schodls 


2. The development of subject-matter done between ~ : 
institutions cooperatively on a: long-range ‘ ; 
basis s 

Journalism articulation meeting discussions: . : 


1. Standardization of course titles on two- and four- “3 
year campuses : : i 


2. Accurately weigh the value of two-year college 
nierepapen/ megane participation: ; 
division journalism courses at two- and four- 
year campuses in state are needed 

4. Uniform course descriptions could be created as ‘ at 
found in Los = Community College District =. : 


schools . 


Quantitative survey findings: ‘ gs 


1, More conrdination on curriculum changes by four- hs 
year institutions needed so two-year céllegeg ’ ee 

+ will be kept abreast of necessary transfer . 
information P : 

2. A check should be made of course -adequacy in 
lower division journalism programs 


3. Basic English skill preparation of journalism 
students should be studied . 


Qualitative reflections: 


1. Leas reginentation imposed hy both levels; two- and - 
four-year programs, unto one another to allow more 
es ine rs ‘ 3 


2. More emphasis i teaching basic English skille at 
lower division Level 


is : ie 


A complete review needed of how news reporting © 
classes are taught and especially what is in- 
cluded during. the second semester course 


Should internships be offered at both two- and 
year level? 


Offer basic news editing in lower rather than at’ 
upper division level . 


Encourage students to take more general education 
courses and fewer journalism courses in lower 
division 


7. Monitor courses, siictaica -programs between levels 
Credit-Transfer P , aS | 
A. According to the literature: 


1. Uniform grading Tee at two ani four-year 
institutions 


2. Pre-requisites established for intarsedtate 
_ courses at. two- and four-year entieges 


Upper division courses not included for transfer 
credit at commnity colleges 


Lower division classes for transfer are lower - 
division at four-year. institutions as well 


Credit is not awarded for lower division technical 
courses 


Academic advisement problem solved to discover 
whether it is the journalism instructor or 

idance counselor who should assume the role 

of counseling at_ the comunity college level. 


- 7. Effective orientation programs for the transfer : 
student uo y 


B, Journa).ism articulation meetings: 


1, Personal interview with students by receiving 
institution 


2. Give formal news writing test to students at 
either sophomore or junior level 


3. Termination of discriminatory peeneene by four- 
year institutions 


16 


4. U Dubtoratty of transfer patterns 


5. sass eae college apacowed course listing for trans- 
fer purposes 


Problems created for American Council on Edvcation 
for Journalism member accredited university depart- 
ments when two-year journalism students arrive with 
excess journalism units 


Allowances for publication credits upon transfer 


A possible separation between general and tecnnical 
education units at ACEJ accredited schools 


Quantitative survey findings 
1, More seca in upper division programming 


2. Review of excessive number of J eRRUarteS units by. 
transfer students 


3, Acceptance of 12-unit journalism transfer plan in 
“good faith" . 

he Racoomended 40 ‘general ‘education u units “Of lower” 
division courses accepted for Journalism major by 
four-year institutions 


D. Qualitative reflections 
1, Testing students as sophomores or juniors 


‘2. Consideration of above 12-units of journalism gran- 
ted from two-year colleges because the courses arm 
_ the student with the maximum amount of academic 
experiences as would be possible in a four-year de- 
gree’ program 


A review of the problems caused to four-year pro- 
grams when they must give blanket approval to all 
two-year journalism course work 


Need for more communication courses in journaliam 
program to accommodate broad needs of journalism 
Graduates 


Need for more resource : heen for two-year coun- 
selors to be in better position to advise journalism 
majors 


Allow atudente to work as interns on community news- 
papers with or without credit 


17 


Communication - «es 


- ‘ “A. Discussed in the literature: ; = : i 3 ae 


ras - i 2 rf 1, More uee of state articulation conference as a ; r 
. é = _ source of information and agreement negotiation 


Lad 


- A healthy mutual respect or feeling of partnership oe 
", created between two- a four-year faculties : : 


3. More circulation of weatet materiale between insti- 
tutions 


4, Joint use of facilities where possible. 


5. More opportunities for students to visit four-year . = 
campus departments of intended major ae 


6. Written policies: on transfer which. are established — ii : 

' when no crisis exists : 

. Articulation “conferences at “universities where ‘twos oy 
and four-year journalistic colleagues are invited . 


~ 


______ 8. Funding and space considerations by receiving insti- _ a 
tutions on. long-range basis «4 
9. Statewide: advisory committee to investigate future 


" ' nesds of journalism programs for the opie and. 
fs, : “the profegsion 


Journalien articulation saxnttiie v 


B. 
; a 
1. Develop avates of feedback fron students ates 
transfer y we . 
2, Study of A Ma fo , 
1960+1975, adopted in the 1959 session as Assembly Con- 9" «5 
current Resolution No. 88, for applications to » gomrnattony: bead 
Cc, Quantitative survey findings: % ce ih Mee 
' 1, More visite ‘and exaluation at the local senior in- ae aie 
stitutions by two-year college journalism instruc- eee 
tors where a@ majority of their students, transfer : “as 

. 2 More statewide meetings where the two- and four~ = 

. ee year journalism, teachers could discuss theis mc SS 
: tual articulation matters Ss ee" 

a 7 3. Need for communication of journalism information _ eg ah 
« . between high-schools, two- and four-year schools == Pg re 
3 _ ; ta us 

* e * 

a % ae 18 ‘ ig ‘t 

‘ i - Fim ¢ 

wé A topes 
ce . , oe 
A ; . é a ae br ae rr _ vf ke 
nah. f & cane malo iy é : ' a * ui 4 © « bs tpg frieeg nes 


~-4, Methods to assigt fonk-yeus professors to see the 
value oF two-year college publication courses Pa 


5. A study “of évenstar-etudente after graduation with es 
journalism baccalaureate oo at 


6. Success of two-year, four-year articulation 
Certification , 
A. Discussed in the literature: 


6 


- ‘ ’ . 
1, Necessity to get ready for certification before two- ~ 
year schools are forced into it : %& 


_ 2. Necessity of on-site evaluation of two-year jour- ae 43 
nalism programs i Ses 


‘B. Journalism articulation meetings 


_ i. Creation of Sertification instrument _ 


2. Lack, of response by two-year colleges to being ‘cer- 
tif. ° 


= iG, Rosaries survey findings: 


I, Information on acceptance of certification two ; “ 
and four-year colleges a 


2. A review of the possibility that uloani ‘universi- Bee eG tat? 
ties would adopt the California Journalism Articu- . riety AY 

lation Committee process of certification . , 

D. Qualitative reflections: = pega? AS : pat 


1. What is value of a certification where fctends . ae 
evaluate friends © 


2, Does two-year certification process too closely eo a eet 


parallel the ACEJ's process and thus discrimi- - Oe ET 
‘ nate against the one-man department? ee 


OM. Conclusions 


This study produced 15 major conclusions as found in the 
quantitative analysis in_ round two of the questionnaire. Using 
these as a primary source, the following would be initielly consi- 


dered as vital conclusions: ‘ 


rs 


Le 


First, under curriculum: : 

: --There should be an effort made to create mora coordi- 
nation on curriculum changes by four-year institutions so that - 
two-year coiteaee will be able to keep abreast on the necessary 

. ‘oaaston information for their students.. : 

--Two-year colleges should make a periodic check on their 
course offerings to be certain that they give the student at least 
aa much content as the same course if offered at the four-year 


—institution. 


--Schools offering lower division journali3m courses 


x 


should also be certain that their students meet_the necessary- re-—— 


quirements in English skills preparaCion. 
Second, under cvedi t-nvennters : 
--Nore flexibility should be created for the upper divi- 
sion student who wants to, take ‘courses in’ print and broadcast | 
. journalism along with advertiging and public relations. : 
: --A review should be made of the number of journalism 
units that lower division students are taking at community col- 5 
leges. . 
--The 12-unit "good faith" plan should be evaluated 
| as to che = that the transfer student has, if any, and 
what students are getting full credit for and whether they are 
being forced to accept sero/or partial credit for community 
college journalism Sickie me : 
--A statewide lisc of 40 accepted general education 


"units of lower division courses should be created for journalism 


majors. 
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__ _=-Two-year college teachers feel _there is. ava =. in the 


Thi under communication: SN ag 


elie sits and evaluation ahould be encouraged at 
local ‘senior’ institutions where the majority of the two-year 
journalism major students transfer. 
oe Statewide meetings should also be encouraged where the ; 
major topic is two-four-year journalism articulation. | 


--Exchange of information sient eG school, two-and 


. four-year journalism teachers should be encouraged, because like 


the two above in this category, it will bring about mutual. un- 


derstanding and respect among those who teach journalism, 


offering of newspaper and magazine publications cieuae, They 
are intent paiia meking a case for the-value of such courses in 
wr they do to help the student develop his journalistic skills. 
cA scudy would ts in order to see where the student who 
transfers to a four-year school goes after receiving e bechelor's 
degree, hoy he rates his community’ osiiens and senior institution 


snsenaiition experience ds he prepared himself for the market place. 


--There isa tcardoa of success of two-four year articu- ‘ 


lation, Instructors would like to know the problene and. otherwise 
in assisting the student's transitional process. ae 

Fourth, under certification: 

-~Information is sought on the actual acceptance of the 
certification process by the two- and four-year Journalism pro- 


grams. wens _ 


’ 


-- There is a feeling that the California Journalism 


Articulation Committee plan of certification could be adapted 


to both two- and four-year journalism programs. 
In paattion, further aveis where problems were indicated 
in two- to four-year journalism articulation, as brought out in 
‘the literature, journalism meetings and qualitative responses from 
panelists involved in the study, are listed here as a secondary 
sneak of dodeinatonss ae wT : 


For one, in curriculum: 


-- There could be a need to review course offerings, 
; t 


—titles, subject-matter, descriptions and outlines on_long-range 
basis. | , . . 

na investigation could be.made on how news reporting 
courses are being taught, especially what is included during the 
second semester of the course. j 

-- A consideration could be made to offer basic news 
editing as a lower division course perhaps in place of a ooneveil 
- semester of tows division news reporting. 

‘Hext, in credit-transfer of units: 

‘ee Create @ progran whereby all four-year soueuat tee . 

departments will give entering students a complete campus 
orientation and arrange for interview with senior institution 
adviser prior to transferring. 

-- Work out plan for news writing, news editing style 
test for all students at two- and four-year campus as either 


sophomores or juniors tO help.student realistically plan on his 


future, 
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ae a 
= todkend pre-requisites established for beginning, 
intermediate and advanced courses so students will be qualified 
for the courses in which they enroll. 
. -- List toes division courses and acceptable number of 
—units for-each--course and co qider separation of. general and 
technical jouenatten unite at A schools. 
-- Study methods’ of counseling and advising at two-year 
colleges and see how much assistance the scubanliin program 
instructors can, and do give college counselors. 


_ In the communication area: 


_c- Use of the Articulation Conference of California as a 


——+— 


possible source to make informational ‘presentation to state as 


has bees’ done by California Ad Hoc Committee on Telecommuni- 


‘cations. . ; 
-- Study of A Master Plan- for Higher Education in Cali- 
fornia, 1960- 1975, adopted in the se session as ‘Assenbly Con- 
; diceant Resolution No, 88, for applications to Sournalion, 
-- Investigate the realities of job opportunities for 
‘ future journalists, 4 : 
Last, mailer oattbtenciea. no further conclusions could 


‘be found from secondary sources of this study, 


IV. Recommendations 


Based on the conclusions indicated from this study, the ° 


. 


following recommendations are made: 


1. The California Journalism ‘Artitulation Conmittee 


Nu 


should review the findings and consider them in light of 7 


exploration into college journalisn: curriculum, stidase credit- . 


‘ unit ee wetlrettn among institutions offering ) 


journalism on high school, eyo and four-year college canpuses, 


st 


and the value of participating ‘in the certification of tonvaae, 


‘journalism programs “in the states 


‘ 


2. The findings of this report should be circulated ‘to 
teachers of journalism sa pigh school, two-year and four-year 


sathexe lavas through on-campus, reading and discussion, local 


a 


Pi 
and statewide conferences and through ees as part of 


—— 


a 
academic literature. 
3. Where BOR re individuals come forth, they should 
“be encouraged to. study the findings of this project and do 


.. further research into a-specific problem area. . 
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. Appendix A ? — 
: : QUANTITATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE : 
- _ RESPONSE 
ie & ¥ 


" , PROBLEM AREAS WHICH THE COMMITTEE MIGHT EXRLORE: 
' A. Curriculum as ‘it rélates to Journal ism Program Articulation. .. ng) Oe 


A a 1. Curricular standards, methods measurenent: for students A Ng 
and teachers  — ; WM 0-2 3-7 8-10 


hi eee a. Basic-English Skill rrtin a a 
3. for upper . division work *y : ‘ 


b. Criteria for Acceptance of courses Z aoe 
‘taken at conmynity colfeges: courses ae ‘. -2 
are adequate for acceptance of credits . ; a Re ae 

nd satisfaction of eee in? ; 3 
Four-year curriculum. ae RG Lo : 10 20 70 » 


: aa NA c, Lower division fetta and society com- a on ; 7 re 

us“: - . parison: uniformity, coordination of i ty ae OF 4 2 ' 
Phe tee. ’ course descriptions, relevence of cur- a ae 
Ec? '  * rent courses, content, teaching meth- re ‘ i Ay 
es ods, evaluation of student progress. a « : - 


, d: _ Lower division skills courses compari - . Sy € 
ghd Te - + +-§$On.in reporting courses: content, ae ae oO 
. teaching methods, evaluation of. stu-’ 
dent progress. te : 7 te 
: ’ e. Measurement tool. for ‘the. analysis bx © : - a * fi 
- of different methods of sald ws 30,35 35 rn a 


-f, Method for periodic evatustion of > 7%.” 1 Ae os 

hs Pay all journalism courses in light of : ia ae i. 
te _ their objectives and the needs of : : ‘ 

: : Z ’ students and employers. : : \: a 

noe Ks g. Sophomore journalism test state- ‘ wait ah os , igh 

| wide at two- and four-year colleges pes ie eRe 

to deterwine gramnatical, spelling, Oe . ee ® 

ge writing skills to ass tpt. din advising: ’ : vay Oe 

Ree Se , Students on realistic jJourna ’ - at 

Be a ng O-% transfer “and career goals. | ie Ra ee al 


ar br 4 
is aa 


syle ge we ngs Sage —s 1 Boog! y “rate iedjeons = 
ca eis! 4 PCR a 


> 3, New ‘course considerations, curricula reat oment ci 


ene oe ; ao gh : ; NR 0-2 3- 7 f 10 

h. Standards of journalism course work 9 25 
‘relative to grading, program quality = 
at two- and four-year colleges. 0% 10 35 55. w 


i. Students' typing skills and speed. & (25 50° 25 | 


2. Established or appropriate courses and peaening level 
NR -2__ 3-7 _~—«B-] 

a. Clarification among senior institution ; 
journalism department heads on which: bp Bg 3% 
courses should be transferrable. 5 25 25 ~45 


b. Content of second semester lower di- ; 
vision reporting classes. 5 20 40 35 P 


c. Distinguishing between transfer stu- — : . 
dent's courses and those of the non- ; 4 3 f 
° transfer, — 9.15 40° 45 


d. Lower division curricular pattern ' 
among “two- and four-year colleges. 0 15 60. 25. 


e. Matching of lower division de- Pos ne a. 43 ie9 
scription, credits awarded, course ° “84 . 
‘ nuiiber designation for same course ~ ‘ iia, 
at conmunity colleges and senior : ; eS. TM ces 

+ ‘institutions. bh . 09 6B 4 40. 
f. Proli ration of journalism courses eft ae "ae of 
F at ara college. eat 15 : 55 25 Sat oh 
g. Proper documentat’ton of an lower ees er ta 
division journalism courses Salen si : sha 

at- communi ty ‘colleges. 10:10", 55" 25 ae " 


h. Set goats -for two-year taining. * 0 15 ° $0 °°. 35° 


i. Value of and amount of work 
necessary for grades in communi ty 
‘college courses which produce news ~ . : 

papers and magazines. : 0 5. 65 30 | 


j. What support courses violin i oe $e 

« taken, what are the common pat- .- = *. Se Page # 
terns at the ee _coljege - eres ‘ 

level. = Loe 7 0 0 ‘85 + «(15 


- 


a er 
f r 
ei ee 


ee 
s % - ~ . 


NR $F) 8-10 


a. Consider the-advisability of vo- 
- cational emphasis in courses or 
: programs offered or planned. 


. = % ti yo oe 


a Mek My 
fuse 
“* fc aire af 


96 - b. Consideration of exchanging ad s : 
lower division journalism - sak oe a set os 
course work for upper division ‘ a 
liberal arts courses. : 0, 40 45 15 


c. Consideration of switching some » iow 7 . 
upper division skill courses, e.g. - vi 


editing, to lower division. 9 35 «(40 25 r 
d. Interdiscipl inary courses: inte- .  , | 7 
» gration with political science, : ‘ 
‘history and society. 0.210 = 55 35 : 
e. Internships, on-the-job training: 7 ‘ 
whether should be done at two-year. r z sd 
level or reservec for fourth year.-. 0 10: 40 50° an 
f. Update on mechanical devel opments re Pi 
such aS newSpaper: technology, cold 
type.use, video tape television news © éohs : govt 
gathering equipment. , Cee. . ey ap 


B. Credit-Unit Journalism Transfer: Articulation. . . > Lee 
: - NR O-2 3-7 7 8-10 


.1, Major credit transfer awards or eacarada near cannes Je "3 
a. Awarding of credit for community col- Rat? * 
lege students who assist in college : : f ad 

news bureau publicity writing and/or Pee A = 
photography. 0 40 40 «20 i | 

b. Decision on whether the lower di- Re « ae 


_ vision mass media survey course ‘ i oe 

i> 8 should transfer as part of the ; ee 
a major or as a general education 

hime course. : 

c. Problems ‘created (in terms of 
transfer credits) by trend toward 
hg .,. communication courses, rather. than 
. Journalism per se courses. 


~ 2. Units awarded 


a. Allow. transfer students to apply ex- 
; cess journalism lower division units 
to humanities rather than journalism 
"\ ~ upon transfer. 


br Continue work toward ; a 1S-unit. trans 
‘ fer program. : ; 


‘ 


c. Excessive numbers of units in pro- 
fessionally related course work out- 
.~ Side the major and outside the 12- 


unit transfer agreement. 5% 35% 35% — 25% 


Qa 


Increasing percentage of acceptable 
journalism courses in the major ‘ 

(e.g., accepting 18 units from lower 

division) . o 0 30 


e. Retodnieion by senior institution 
. journalism professers of community 

college transferees on "good faith" 

that units are acceptable. o 15 
f. Recommended general education courses 
a journalism transfer student should 
take as part of 40 units of general 


education credit. 0 10- 


g. Solutions to excessive number of 
publications and other community. 2 
college journalism credits beyond 
those accepted fcr-transfer or 
elective units when student trans- 
fers with special reference to ac- 
crediting agency credit allowances. 0 10 


h. University acceptance of minimum 
of 12 semester units of lower di- | 


vision journalism courses. 5 20 


Vi Viability of the 12-unit community 
college journalism transfer limit 
in view of changing curricula. , 0 20 


3 Academic programming 


a. Centralized evaluation of transfer 
, work. 


b. Creation of untfoen clearing house 
of course, unit changes between two- 
and Four-year journalism programs. 


Cc. Individualized programming of trans- 
' fer students. _ O 15 


d. More. flexibility in accavae tins at 
thie upper division level. 0 10 


e 


Testing of transfer students at be- 
ginning of puttoy year. ; .0 35 


NR 0-2 


40 30 


45 40 
(25 6S. 
-30 «35 


25 60 


35 55. 


35 ‘55 


15. 60. 


‘98 ” C 5 


1. 


o ke , 
- ® D 


Employment availability 


a. A review of the numbers of journalism 
students at lower and upper division 


level and projections for location of ‘ 
5 


jobs in the media. 


b. Periodic publication of availability 
of journalism-related jobs for stu- 
dents, counselors, advisers by em- . 
phasis: newspaper reporting/editing, 


photography, magazine’ writngy broad- 
29 


casting. 


c. Placement of graduates from four-year 
universities: participation by journ- 


‘Comlintoutioa: Inter- -Campus and Begone Arbicnlatjon 


alism department of the senior insti- ? 


tution itself. 


d. Study of job opportunities: for com- 
munity college terminal graduates. 


4 
bs 


Information publication 


a. Publication of expanded lower di- 
vision course descriptions for two- 
and four-year institutions. 


Published form®of public relations 
‘on behalf of the value and purposes 
of college journalism printed es- 
‘pecially for those not acquainted 
with the field (e.g., college ad-' 

ministrators, visitors to hig 
- school and college career centers). 


oC 


c. Publication of textbook list of 
two- and four-year colleges in 
lower division courses. 


d, Publishing compilation booklet of 

~  Jower division major/general ed 
requirements at all-state public 
and private institutions where 
journalism is offered. 


Updating brochure by Pasqua and 
Qverbeck on state senior insti- 
tution journalism transfer pro- 
prams. 


oO 


30 


* 


NR 0-2 3-7 
5% 40% 50% 
10 35 = 50 
35 «55 
, 7 
5° 20. 20 «55. 
ge°9 . i 
NR 0-2 3-7 8-10 
| 
10 45 40 
. a 
5 10° 35 ~ 50 
ae 
to 15 45 30.» 
15 30 : 50 
5 5 35° 55 


BEES sen. 


ce ae » NR 0-2 3-7 8-10 
3. Program information - idea exchange Psd 


- a. Courses offered at ‘conmunity college 
that are not accepted at four-year 
schools where they are upper division 
_ courses or parts of an emphasis os 
(e.gs., pre8s history, editing, ad-— ‘ > 
vertising, public relations). 07, 20, 40% 40% 


b. Local annual meetings where two- 
and four-year college journalism 
' teachers could discuss mutual pro- 
grams and problems. ~ 2 5 5. 5 85 


c. Methods so that students will be 
- properly ang eg for me oh ro 
related major (e.g., printing or © 
graphic arts major). 0 15 50 a 


d. Methods to better conmunicate be- © 
- tween levels of journalism -edu- 

cation: high. school, two- and four- oe 

year institutions, . 0-5 30 65 


e. Methods to encourage four-year 
journalism professors to see the 
; value. of lower division community 


college publications course ex- - 
perience. , 0 10 25 . 65 


a * 5 fre 


f. Methods to familiarize community 
colleges of required-for-major NC ete Sees 
courses at lower'division-level’—~— > 

—~-which are hard to get at senior 
division standing.(e.g., pho- # 
tography). - ; 

g. ‘Methods to notify community col- 

leges when programs are changed 
« . by four-year university journalism 2 
depertments. 0 35 65 ; 


h. More faculty interrelationship 
meetings encouraged at state con-~ 
ferences with journalism articu- 
lation as the meeting subject. 


4, Program whereby two-year faculties. 


might be encouraged to visit and 1° 
evaluate ‘the ait aa journalism 
departments. 0 610 25 65 


i 


‘i a a ee, NR Q2 3-7 > 8-10 | 
Pot gg j. Survey of media, “etc., courses at com-— 
_ munity college level to.ascertain where ee 


course is establistied to lead directly - 
into or to support reporting course or 


newspaper staff course. 0% 30% 35% 35% | 
7 4, Miscellaneous program’ concerns WR 0-2. 3-7 8-10 A 
. BH Se i aaeaaaaay aieneemmaC mae 2 eed 
a. Declaration on ratios of classes in sj a 
three primary areas of’ activity, con- : = 

tent and skill courses. 5 20 45 30 


4 


‘ | ; -b. Elimination of | upper division work 4 
where it is redundant. lo 15 30 45 


c. Establishment of state-wide journalism 
advisory committee to consider future ‘ 
needs of field and recommend policies, oy ‘ 
courses, types of training iid ; 
and professionals need. - 9 10 30 60 

d. Explore qualifications of journalism 
teachers at all levels: high school, 
two- and four-year colleges. 0 5 50 45, 


e. Study of journalism transfer student 
after transfer and after graduation 
from four-year schoo] in terms of 

' where placed and how he evaluates _ 
his community ‘college and senior ; ; 
institution journalism course ex- 4, Ae 
perience and preparation for the ape AG 
market place. 


th 


Success of articulation between. 
two- and four-year programs. 


. 
, “ 


‘ , D. Program Certification/Accreditation 


a. Acceptance of certification process 
at ,two- and four-year institutions. 


a b. American Council for Education in ; 
Journalism strictures on community : an 
college journalism. ; -5 10 40, 45 . *«. 

c. Certification of the four-year pro- . “ 
grams by the California Journalism: 


Articulation Conmittee process. 5 0 40 55 | by : 
| a ene: 
t ’ « * oa 


w ‘ 


os . 
thy 
ae: 


es 


Con | oer ee 
“ ane ota 
SACI it Mr ie 


. Communication methods -which will in- 


0-2. 3-7 


form the, two- and four-year_journ- .——.-—- 


alism teachers of the activities of 
the California Journalism Articu- 
lation Cofmittee. 


. Development of certification pro- 

cess for those four-year schools not 
intending to apply “for American 

Council for: Education in Journalism 
accreditation. 


. Meaning of certification or non- 
certification and how this process — 
will relate to transfer of credit. 


. Published comnunication-detailing 
the purposes for and projected im- 
pact of certification of two-year 
college journalism programs upon 
the four-year journalism depart- 
ments, 


o- 64 


‘QUESTIONNAIRE TOTALS 


0, - 40 
0 10. 40 
0-0 50 
0 5 30 


1.6 14.5 38.5 45.4 


8-10) . 4 
7 | 32 


on 
| 


55 


50 


50 


65 


) 


: Le . : ” : 
i ; Appendix B- 
te . ; ° 
Ss. ANALYSIS OF QUESTIONNAIRE PRIORITY STATEMENTS 
at ea ACCORDING TO t-TEST «. 
Statement ‘ NR%  0-2% 


Local annual meetings where two and four-year :col lege 
teachers could discuss mutual problems and programs Ss 


Methods s notify communi ty colleges when programs 
are changed by four-year university journalism 
departments . 0. 


More faculty sue welcendkp meetings encouraged 
at state confererces with journalism articulation 


as the meeting subject ’ (0. 
” Acceptance of certification press at two- and f 
four-year institutions 0. 


Communication methods which will inform the two- 
and four-year journalism teachers of the activities 
of the California Journalism Articulation Committee 5. 


Certification of the four-year programs by the 
California Journalism Articulation Committee’ process 5. 


ry 
Methods to better communicate between Tevels of 
Journalism education: high school, two- ane, four- 
“ ‘year institutions | ‘ 0. 


5. 


30. 


3-7% . 8-10% 
5.. 85. 
35. 65. 
30. 65. 
30. 65. 
40. 55. 
40. 55. 


” 65. 


Mean 


8.74 2.33 0.00. 


7.95 


7.79 


7.79 


SD 


2.22 
2.54 
1.87 


2.30 


t: 


0.77° | 


0.89 


1.15 | 


1.27 


1.32 — 


APPENDIX B-=Continued . 
* ‘ : 3 Mm 7 oxy ’ 
3 ‘ 2 . e : . 
Statement | NR OBS 34-75% "8-10-%° Mean SD 


, Program whereby arth ah might be encouraged 
to visit and evaluate t founyeer anyroaiiee depart- 


ments, : 0. . 25. 65. 7.60.-2.82 1.39 


.Nethods, by encourage four-year journatis sm professors 
to see the value of lower division Commun y college 
publications course experience ts 


Study of- journalism transfer student after transfer 
and after graduation from four-year school in. terms 
of wheré placed and how he evaluates his community 
college and senior institution journalism course. 
experience and preparation for the market place 


Criteria foraceeptance of courses taken at com- 
murtity colleges: courses are adequate for ac=-  * 
ceptance of credits and satisfaction of means 
‘ments in four-year curriculum 


University acceptance of minimum of .12 semester 
units of lower division journalism courses 


Establishment of state-wide journalism advisory 
committee to consider future needs of field aad 
recommend policies, courses, types of aoe 
newspapers and pretess tenets. 


". Method for periodic evaluation of all journalism 


r 


_ Journal ism departments Oo. 5.. 30. 65. 7.50 2.48 1.63 


he 
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°° APPENDIX B-~Cont inued 
Statenent , NR-% Q-2-% 3-7-% Q-10-% Mean.SD 


Published communication detailing the purposes for 
and projected impact of certification of :two-year ‘ 
college journalism programs upon the four-year : : 


3 é 
Recognition by senior institution journalism | 
professors of community college transferees on : : bs 
“good faith" that units are acceptable 0. 15. 25. 60. 7.15 3.60 1.66 


courses in light of their objectives and the needs 
of students and employers 0O.. 5: 40. “ 55. 7.40 2.56, 1.73 


More flexibility in programming at the upper di- Fe ; ! ; 
vision level 0. 10. 25. 65. . 7.25 3.01 1.75 


Solutions. to excessive. number of publications and 

cther community college journalism credits beyond: 

a accepted for transfer or elective units when 
nt transfers with special reference to ac- 

iting agercy. credit. a] lowances 0. 10.. 35. 55. 7.20 3.14 1.76 


Success of articuJation between two- and fow'- ; 
year programs 0. 0. 50. 50. 7.45 2,28 1.77 
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ee Statenent ar NR 0-2-% 3-7-9 10-2 Mean SD ve w 


2 pt TAS Basic English skiNl prepar-tion for upper division _ pt ca ae 
os et _ work - : 0. Jo. 40. 50. - 7.05 3.24 1.90 
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Bi 9 He Recommended Bars se courses. journalism - aa ‘ ae , 5. 
i i .+. ,f -# transfer student, shoul take as e part of 40 units of go Re opt 
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Appendix C Bag 
QUALITATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE tas 
RESPONSE © on 


Responses for this report were from panelists participating in atl 
the Delphi survey. Panelists’ responses were shuffled in order that 


‘participants could not be identified; where reference to a Specific : ; 

} nti . ah 

college or university was. made, it was. reported as a blank Tine, Me as 

eva ‘ Some editing was done in part by the author of this project. 
>» 38 First, in the curriculum area: ° adie Pe 


1, Program experimentation ‘should be allowed without one part of ei 
* higher education imposing regimenting boundaries on another's offerings: 


v2. Adequate preparation in the English skills area is’ needed; and in 
"fh, conjunction. with this state-wide test should be used to assist. in eayteing 
"students on journalism transfer and career goals. sd 


3. The need is great to monitor courses, grades and programs ‘and 


. their acceptance at four-year colleges and by meters: The matasstetty se 
* of our screening role may need tightening. "as 


4. Course proliferation is.a problem. the typical’ journalism witor: 
is happiest when he can: concentrate on courses, which on the surface, are. i 
his career objective. Math, foreign language, psychology,,etc, are - ; 
things he is not interested in’ if he can substitute journalism: for them. - 
es * He- should concentrate on them well ee those required for the A. A. a 
ar -_ devas or for college transfer. 


peed, ei = ‘5. ‘These things should receive: i first consideration -- - English ~ 
a skills; course transferability, reporting skills, upper division fest - 
ae for skills, clear‘up what courses transfer and support. in journalism, ._ 
clear up content of second semester lower division reporting course,. 
a ae identify transfer and non-transfer students,’ match lower division oy ae 
at course numbering and content, consider value and number of production = *. «=. 
Mes - Mh courses, consider ‘value of vocational emphas{s and. internships. se a 


6. I am pleased to see important ‘emphasis on basic skills, an. area of 
NNeLaaR ENG concern. 


7. I think it's beyond the ken of the committee to come upwith - °° 
measurement tools with which to analyze different methods of instruction. on 


8. Re: content of second semester lower. division reporting Classes, 9 Sad 
‘I am concerned about acceptance of courses, but 1 am more SonCaTINNS that sy 
what and how we offer them is of genuine value. ae 


9. Re: internships, on-the-job training, leave to feet colegey ae 
I say this as former professional- who worked with iaiiears oe a 


10. There are some graduate schools that operate on the theory that 
a student is not. ready for .a course in journalism until his fifth year 


of college. We operate on the theory that the average student does his 


best work in his junior and senior years; hence, we put most of the 
program there. And the two-year colleges operate on the-theory that — 
with a little pushing that student can become a eeyaMe journalist ‘in 
two years. 


11. Re: matching of lower division description, credits awarded, 
course number designation for same course at community colleges and 
senior institutions, maybe I've just given up on this one; I think 
all local institutions have their own system of designating course 

numbers; we could and should do a better job of esordnel lid course 
descriptions. 


12. Such courses as editing are a must for a two-year certificate | 
or terminal program -- basic editing, copy reading, makeup, etc. 
should be an integral part of any two-year program -- a second or 
third semester course. 


13. Re: setting goals for two-year. training -- without goals, sail 
have we. and where are we going? 


Next, in the credit-unit area: | 


1. If the student really learns,. I would not -- and he should not . 


-- put primary consideration on credit acceptance. 


The qunige college is a journalistic learning experience and 
siactiee gold mine. {any outstanding students wind up with far more 

journalism than they can actually transfer (i.e., production classes, 
etc.). However, it's this experience that makes them highly -qualified- 

‘alr ie upon transfer. Four-year people should realize this and not 
nock it. 


3. We can justify work on almost all of these publications on the 
basis of vocational training. We can't expect four-year institutions 
to give us credit for all of them -- and shouldn't. 


- 4, Re: allowing transfer students to apply excess journalism lower 
division units to humanities rather than journalism upon transfer -- 
we won' t accept excess units either way. 


—— 


5. Re: testing of transfer students at beginning of unfor year -- 
only if all the schools” sophomores take the test. a . 
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» 6. Four-year schools can hardly give blanket acceptance to just 
any course taken at a two-year school, especially since they have no 
quality control of courses. Proper documentation and accrediting 
may help. 4 


7. We are still getting transfer students with 30 and-40 lower 
division units in journalism -- many more than they can use for 
college credit toward the degree. 


8. The "20-plus wnit transfer." Is there such a student? If yes, 
why does the community college not restrict the student in terms of ; . 
journalism courses and encourage students to take more classes in ~ 7 ty 

i liberal arts, social sciences or natural ‘sciences? This calls for - 
ie more advising -- ‘more demands of time on the community college instructor. . * 


9. A transfer student who turns up on our doorstep with 15 or 20 
or more lower division units poses for us an impossible problem. . . 
We are compressed at one end by the ACEJ (American Councit on Education 3 
for Journalism) accreditation process, which limits us to about one- 
- fourth of ‘a student's total program -- 31 or 32 in journalism, (I'm * 0. 2. 4 
talking about semester units, not quarter units.) Squeeze at the ioe 
other end leaves us with nothing to do! : , 


“10.1 agree with the majority to study the trend in journalism 
education toward communications rather than journalism, per se; and 
- consider "good faith" package of 15 units for two-year transfer. . 


I also agree’ that there should be consideration’ of the general - - 
- education and support courses, with more flexibility in upper division ‘3 
programming. ; : —.. b ' ot 
id! think community college journalism transfer units should not mie 
be expanded. The rules of the ACEJ wisely penalize colleges which my 


permit an overemphasis in journalism at the lower division level, 
’ Community college journalism advisers should learn to live with ia 
this rule and be honest enough to tell their students to concentrate TO ap G8 
on meeting college and university lower division requirements, — ‘ 


12. The data suggest we need to take a careful look at the intern- 
ship programs offered by community college and four-year institutions. 
Perhaps internships should be offered for credit at both levels, but 

‘with somewhat different goals in mind. * 


13.-In the major credit transfer awards area,—I-see no difficulty; 
indeed, we need more communication courses rather than fewer as implied 
by the questionnaire. Our students: will have broader futures than just 
__—fournalism, and we have the best liberal.arts.major of the era in communi-.. 
cation if we let it become a social science/humanities hybrid with vocational: |. 
touches.” It would appear some disagreement in. this area is perhaps morea sss 
Tabor struggle over who gets to offer certain units and the four-year s er 
wou!4 rather pad its staff by denying some courses to the two-year collegje.°*' § ° 
I would say this as a traditionalist, feeling that there should be restraints. = ~~ 
to what community core should offer. Simply, if a transfer takes one. 
course per semester, aside from publication staff work, that 1s only 12 units, |. 
and-surely 4-6 staff units aren't going to hurt the student. Herein, © © 9 <' 
uniform clearing house action on course and unit changes may be a rich 
answer to transfer difficulties. : ' se 
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“in two-way ROnmUATCARIEN, 


“M4. Good faith acceptance of community college journalism units must 
exist where justified for there to be established a continuum of quality 
journalism education. When four-year journalism programs accept one-third 


‘journalism units toward the major from the solid community college 


journalism program in "good faith" then there will be’ Leiepenigr " put ; 
on community college journalism programs to prove themselves , 
be evaluated and certified? This: good faith should include any" units 


’ coming from the good community college journalism program, not ."this" 


or "that course is ok, but not that.one.": Equivalency unit require- i : 
ments are ridiculous because both two- and four-year journalism programs J 
vary immensely in what they ontey the first two years of college. ee 


~ 15. The data suggest that there is consjderable concern about the 5 
possibility that some students may be accumulating an excessive number eo) 
of credits related to work on college publications. In some cases these 
students might spend this time more profitably in general education, — 
courses. or possibly by serving as interns on Soman newspapers. 


16; There: is nothing wrong in testing the community college ~ ees 
journalism transfer as long as students of the four-year program also . . * 9 
are tested -- alJ anonymously and with a test constructed by persons A 
outside either the transferring or accepting programs. — 


17. I find the clearing-house idea intriguing. There seems to be. vent 
considerable support for the idea based on the data shown in. the question= — 
naire. I:visualize the clearinghouse as an office to gather and disseminate © 
data concerning changes in courses offered by community colleges and four- 
year institutions. ; 


18. Seems to me this entiive section is an indication that “nore” ; 
articulation" is needed and desired by the respondents. 


Communication responses: 


1. We should address ourselves to a study of job opportunities for =, —»- 
two-year grads, if only to show that such opportunities are Vimited © er 
(I suspect). ; . 7 ae 
2. Regional: efforts in communtention which flow both downward. and ue 
upward, including high schools, two- and four-year cplleges, and university. 
graduate programs are cyitical. Each group seems to show typically a ee 
measured contempt or disreqard for the "lower" level. High s¢hool 
journalism faculty members are probably not immune; they may behave - EOF ty 
similarly with junior highs. It would seem the four-year college could =< -. 
establish core territories in this matter and exert some real. Tetaersnip ies 


e 


3. Good counseling is weak at the community college level. It must 
be imp’oved. To accomplish this, more information on four-year journalism — 
prograns must be sent to the community college people. Tne two-year 
people must have at least some resource catalogs to advise students. 
Also, to advise knowledgably, community college people must know what . 
four-year programs accept how many journalism units in transfer, what 1s 
the prevailing philosophy, what is the student -teacher ratio. The | 
articulation committee might facilitate this kind of communication by 
putting out a pamphlet outlining the various programs, with comments 
and recommendations. The -four-year journalism education must know more 
about the quality of the programs from which they are accepting students. © 


4. The data suggests that we do not have enough information available 
to us concerning the various journalism-related jobs. Perhaps this is . 
the function of AEJ' (Association for Education in Journalism). At present 
we are not doing an adequate job of gathering and disseminating information 
about the many facets of employment in journalism. 

5. My hunch is that mutual suspicions could be lessened if we got to 
know each other better (but then, that's the theory behind the U.N. too). 
But if we could get together, at CNPA (California Newspaper Publishers 
Association) winter or Editors conference or at JACC (Journalism 
Association Of Community Colleges) convention, that might be a real 
service to us all. I'm not sure we should try’ to set up a special -~ 
conference =- ‘that's adding to what we already have (time, expense). . - 


_ 6. I am not too concerned with the fate of the journalism transfer to 
the four-year college. He will have an opportunity to fit his career 2 
goals into the strictures of the job market. A journalism graduate from 

or any other accredited journalism program has many options -- 
some of them outside the media field -- for which his academic background 
gives him an edge. The A.A. journalism degree holder, on the other hand, 
is the low man on the totem pole. : 


7. The entire communications section of tivis survey points up the need 
for more interchange between two- and four-year college teachers. The 
state-wide articulation committee has been serving a necessary and useful 
function. However, based on the data revealed by this study, it appears 
that journalism faculty members desire additional channels of communication 
that will allow them the opportunity of hearing about and discussing 
articulation matters. One way to do this would be to.arrange sessions at. 
statewide and regional journalism conferences. Perhaps these meetings 
could be conducted by members of the statewide articulation committee. 


Matters of Program Certification: 


1, The evaluation/certi fication process can help communication by 
providing an accurate appraisal of those community college programs-which . . 
are evaluated. A willingness by four-year people to be responsive.to- . 


certified program units would also facilitate the progress and its value! 
to the two-year programs. om : 
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2. I must confess I'm not highly supportive of the current plans 
for two-year college "certification." It appears to be regional in 
nature (friends reviewing the work of friends). Also, there are so 
many differing standards attong two-year colleges relative to numbers 

- of students, faculty, approach to journalism, budget, quarters, etc. 
Finally, I don't really see the purpose other than status (which,.as ° 
1 mentioned, I question). eg 


3. This array of items on the questionnaire response is quite 
feasible and we could move ahead easily on most of these dimensions 
immediately. I have heard criticism of existing criteria from communi ty. 
college sources who contend the current criteria for certification are 

‘too parallel to ACEJ's and thus discriminate against the typical suburban 
or rural one-person journalism department. 

4. Four-year journalism programs should also be evaluated. The : 

process is not: only valuable as an exercise of self-study, but it — 

can be used to provide information which can be collected and distributed - 
to community college journalism people, thus enhancing communications __ 
and the quality of counseling. i 


5. I agree in the importance of a state-wide journalism advisory 
_ group which could help with articulation, elimination of duplicity between 
; four- and two-year training if transfer is the student's goal, and follow- 
up study of transfer problems. I also agree with the majority that study — 
. Must be given of certification, both two- and four-year level. . es 


° ‘6. Obviously, this section deals specifically with the work of: the 
committee and we should get cracking on it pretty soon. 


Finally in the Generat Comments section, panelists for this, 

Te: research project had many helpful thoughts throughout their participation. 

: Several said that the questionnaires were too long.and tedious, that = -°) 1: 

% in some places it was difficult to interpret the specifics of a statement. *, °. 

: * in the round two quantitative questionnaire or how to react to the hae 
‘percentage returns. ; ne © oe 


A random selection of General Comments fallow: 

Z : _1, One thing about such surveys concerns me especially if the’ study © 

we involves many answers on a rather lengthy questionnaire. Do I assign ' 

relative point or scale'value to a statement because I agree or disagree. 

- with that statement? Or do 1 assign a value because I think the subject -....-. 

matter is something we should discuss -- regardless of whether I agree ee 

‘ or disagree’ I think I know what you were. after, but I may not.have been i" 

ig ; ajl that consistent in answering. * (And, perhaps, others were as inconsistent.):s « 

i F'rinstance: what does the response grouping mean in Academic Programming, .°.° 

: A. 3 e? Does it mean those people agree or disagree that transfer =) ss 
i “students should be tested? Or does it mean this is ‘considered by some to. .. 
“+ be a problem and we should discuss it? a 
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2. The Journalism Articulation Eonmittee should be made more salient 


‘to journalism faculty across the state. At the moment, it would seem 


that salience is greater with the community than with four-year colleges. 


“The committee should begin to exert some muscle, if for no other reason 
than to be a respected voice which can speak out against such casual dis- 


missals of journalism as by the UC in eliminating high school journalism 
as a writing course. for UC admission. Perhaps this study has enhanced 
that salience, at least for its participants. 


¢ 


3. Phrasing made parts of this study hard to comprehend. 


4.-You have uncovered some helpful information as a result of this 
study.  ~ 


5.:1 fail to see the significance of doing just a study of what a 
panel of 20 think are the problems articulation should be considering. 
The big unanswered question. still is “what do our constituents feel - 
are the problem areas?". You can't possibly base a.dissertation on the’ 


‘evaluation of just.a committee and its hearing. 


6. L believe that it is important for your findings to be circulated 
among all segments of journalism educators, high school as well as 
college. Perhaps. the Western Newspaper Foundation could sponsor a 
workshop built around your theme and invite all journalism educators 
to participate. - * at 


7. I've encountered few difficulties transferring my students, perhaps 
because the people at our neighboring colleges have been most cooperative. 


8. We at the community college teach 15 to 40 hours a week with our 
lecture classes, activity classes and advising. The four-year people 


have fewer classes and hours. It's hard to match. We al&o ‘have 


trouble getting good students. We may.have 75-100 students and only | - 
three majors in "J", We therefore havé to teach quite differently. 

Our "J" clasbes are exploratory or fun classes while university classes © 
(may) be allfmost all "J" majors. Our budgets due to the "volunteer" | 
associated student body cards are "too smal]." Universities have a better | 
financial set-up. Our facilities are often equal but we are activity 
advisers while university people only teach. We advise and lecture. 

Our jobs are not, equal: but we try to match classes, se we are teaching 
equal. Probably only LA Pierce. and Valley ‘community colleges are better 
than university journalism departments. Maybe we ought to let them 

talk for u& so the university pepole will feel "inferior" for a change. 


9. My general observation is that my responses seem close to those 
of the mafority in mo:t instances, differing most on items where a 
four-year person might disagree with the two-year college people's 


~ views. 
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"10. Responsibility of the press with the freedom of,press is nce 

The necessity for professional, working attitudes on the parts of teachers 
_ and students is important. Responsibility and the J canons should 

underline any journalistic effort. Too often too many (teachers and . 
students alike) look at college journalism as a trip...(ego, do-gooder, \ 
problem solver, eagle-eyed watch dog, and the view is from the poly sci oo 
or sociology or some other pedestal. College journalism needs to do 
itself some PR (public relations). It must have credibility with the“ : 
professional, academic and real world. (And, let.us not forget that’ 
journalistic skills are pony marketable outside the main stream 
journalism; they're worthwhile for any major to dip. into. ) 


. ‘11. I would like to: see the articulation committee consider the 
concept of taking a reasonable numberof journalism units from large 
well developed community college journalism programs (in excess of . 
12 units) and balance out the B.A. requirements with additional liberal 
arts (general education) or .collateral: courses rather than Repees 
journalism Glasses at upper division level. 


12. Can we develop a model of suggested’ courses for the . 
journalism transfer outside of journalism (i.e., economics, e 
sociology)? This becomes a problem at the university level ‘ 
when the student is recommended to enroll in courses and cannot do $0 a: 
because he or she has not taken the lower division prerequisite, , 

i.e., economics or sociology. 


13. I suspect it depends a lot on the student -- and the col lege. ‘a 
Perhaps we aYe.all operating on the theory of self preservation. 
But if we graduQte someone, we are certifying that he is capable: 
according to our standards. And we would be very Ne eae = 

. doing that. if he. ‘had not done most of his work with us. 1-d 

“know the answer to this dilemma, but perhaps your study will shed 
_ light on it. It's Sony an ere and. thoughtful 
effort. 


- 14. Do agree that certification information (purposes, potential 
outcomes and impacts, etc.) should get to four-Year school people. 
There needs to be increasing recognition of good and excellent two- 
-year programs as well as indications as to wy other emsyear adie . 
do not measure up. ; 


18; I. tried to answer all simian: but frankly 1 I was Gucinealng as 
to meaning of a fair number of the "statements." : 


16. The responses are really subjective. <f am sure that 41f you 
‘administered the same.set of questions again, you would get entirely | ~ 
different answers from me. I was not too sure of the intent 6f some -.: ” 
‘ of your questions. . "tf 


welt 


17. There is a problem of luring people into journalism for the 
sake of. numbers. Quality should be stressed over quantity. Departments, 
programs, etc. shouldn't be built on numbers that have to be maintained 


to save faculty jobs, keep up on the budget, etc. This seriously 


challenges the goal, motive, real validity of so-called J-factories. 


- More students should be screened out, or counseled out, or otherwise 


given the word at the junior colleye, or first year in four-year work 
-- or what their chances of cutting it are. S, . 

_ 18. :1 could very well fault my responses. However in-many cases, I 
have graded a point down because I feel we have been and are clearly 
doing a good job in the area. . In others, I feel that the local college 
shéed]d determine importance of the item for itself, rather than by mandate 
-- individual differences. Enjoyed payticipating. - 


19. Some "questions" have more than one part. Some "questions" 
aren't worded well. me mo! ae 

20. Once we certify everybody, win four-year school acceptance 
‘of certification, develop a more uniform curricular pattern, confront 
the 25-75 unit graduation problem and its implications for transfer 
students, and put out fires on a case-by-case ‘basis, I'm not sure 
the committee will have a function... But I suspect we'll never fully, 
achieve these goals. : j 


21. Re: statements for study, that is probably enough work to keep 


- the committee going for the next four decades. . 
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